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REMARKS 

on the fore,.™ ' ^ ^ applicants respectfully request reconsideration based 

on tne foregoing amendments and these remarks. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C § 101 

rzrjrrjr: 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.G. § 103 
CUlm, 1,4,7-8, 10, 17-29.31-5;,57-74a n d76.79ar. re J« t(!dlmter 3 5usc , 103to 

Co^T e, ' ,ableOTaraS ' ^ '° 3(a) 

routing application-level messages from 



more precisely define the 

an 
in- 
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ISZ&JimsMZ^ which k clearly different ^ ae m . 

recipient ".mcJh^Z^r between sending serTices ^ 

is sending to a recipient service Th„ - ^re oocuments that a sending service 

wp»eni service. The application-level messaees are j 
■n nu^us pjace, throughout », fc ?*" ~ * SC " be4 Md — I*** 

[H.8H1 ,261, and in appendix aL B ParaS ™ PlB P0S7H 1059J ' 

and data wctaB, ta, te ^ , . ^ FrMBM haTe iKadas - 

•»dy section, and does nothT ^ " —* ^ <to< ^ - * 

^^^^ *"*d does not hove any attachments including docnmrato . 

theph^-appH^-I^n^-ja^i. mC ^'^ Me applicants subtni. that 
as in the general literature. application and m Cookmeyer, as well 



Next, step (b) of claiml further requires that that the route oath 
transit services Th e mn t .^^ . reroute path includes one or more in- 

"terence to a service identified in the messajie's header rt™— 
sender, b y the ^t, or an in^transit^ a ™"*"°* 
Coofaneyer and aftamrn, ♦ Exammer alleges this is shown in 

y and atten ^ ts to P^ce together a number of sect*™ n fr n .i™ 
, argument. First the Examiner states «Ro nt^ *, of Cookmeyer to support this 

— ^r^ntrrrrr^ 
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»°0t3eca Mttlllisstettm<!I1 

™Mby asHldmsservice>aro utfne scrip, ^jg,,^^ 

messages ttrougn aa«w Co0bne5,er 15 Mt howto route Sam* „ 

Aeain Cn fl w • « netwofle. The applicants respectfully disagree 

^^-^^^^^^^^ J 

analyzing them. There a no requirement that all frames , 

not panned . ^ that fc iacorpo™*, inti f " " ^ 6 

The Examiner acknowledges that r m t™, . ^ ° 

oerform^ k, «, - ^ea that Cookmeyer does not teach that the operations 

sections desmle monitorial Conor,!!.™ . Tte!<! 

^""^^^^wupled to momtoring stations Hack 
«—•»« eontnoner comprise, a ^ fonmt 0OTVe J^TZ' 

^es^^aboadcastunitto.^^^™ 
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Ovation * contae Cootaeye, aad Nak^^T' ^ Show a 

adraire.ap^ofordinaryskiiitafl^^^ ,. " eu ™ CMW<>rk Uvea rfthere were ^ 

mai are not part of the regular network traffic - . 

trammarioiisandtoh™™..^ • ™wortlraffic, aij^ve the quality of data 

Finally, tfc rf ^ of Coota^. 

^™^ ftem ^^ d ^^ M ^ te ™.^^of cbimI 

apaAMisweUfa,,^,,^ 3,111 "^n^gK of prowdmg tea data ia 
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rejection of 

fen, .lain wbfch wfcmdlboK .. *T* ° f ^ data 30 depend 

Claim 32 is directed to a mes^r tv»*^ 
respect to claim 1. at least the reasons discussed above with 

^onofc^ 

Cto52 *^«*itoan^^^^ 
for the same reasons as claim 1 (the a - ana was rejected at least m part 

Claimes is direct, easons as the rejection of claim 1, discussed above. 

13 <hecled to a program product and was refected for 

reasons as the rejection of claim 1 *u rejected for the same 

* c^cefcd Jl 2 ta l^T^ — * *— * « intend * 

minis rejection), and is therefore allowable for at j«, 0 f a 
^cussed above with respect to claim! ratle tthe 
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Cookmeyer, but the applicants respectfully disagree CooWv~ „■ 

show operations that can be allied ♦ Cooktneyer, as djscussed above, does not 

«^ to bapatemabteo^ cited artiLwT 

clum 1. Claim, 33-50 each deoZ, , ! *" to 

■KAtar anticipated -or olmous for a. J*T <*»m «, and are tterefore 

Conclusion 

Respectfulfy submitted, 
BEYER WEAVER & THOMAS, LLP 



mi 



FredrikMollbom 
P.O. Box 70250 Re S- No 4S » 5 87 

Oakland, CA 94612-0250 
(650) 961-8300 
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